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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 67-72, 74, 76-78, 80 and 81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Burbank et al. (US 6312429). 

In figure 1 1 , Burbank et al. disclose 67 a probe for deploying electrode arrays, 
comprising: a shaft having a distal end and a proximal end; a first array of electrodes 
(42) mounted on the shaft, the first array of electrodes having a retracted configuration 
and a deployed configuration; and a second array of electrodes (50) mounted on the 
shaft at a location spaced apart proximally from the first array of electrodes, the second 
array of electrodes having a retracted configuration and a deployed configuration; 
wherein at least one of the electrodes of the first array has an end that faces at least 
partially in a proximal direction, at least one of the electrodes of the second array has an 
end that faces at least partially in a distal direction, and the end of the at least one of the 
electrodes of the second array is located proximal to the end of the at least one of the 
electrodes of the first array when the first and the second arrays are deployed. 
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Regarding claim 68, Burbank et al. illustrate each of the electrodes of the first 
and the second arrays everting away from the shaft as it is being deployed. 

Regarding claim 69, Burbank et al. disclose at least one cavity (37) for receiving 
the first and the second arrays of electrodes when the first and the second arrays of 
electrodes are retracted. 

Regarding claim 70, Burbank et al. disclose at least one cavity (37) for receiving 
the first array of electrodes when the first array of electrodes is retracted, and at least a 
second cavity (39) for receiving the second array of electrodes when the second array 
of electrodes is retracted. 

Regarding claim 71, Burbank et al. disclose a first rod (44) connected to the first 
electrode array and slidably disposed in the shaft; and a second rod (54) connected to 
the second electrode array and slidably disposed in the shaft. 

Regarding claim 72, in column 5 lines 11-15, Burbank et al. teach that either or 
both of the first and the second arrays of electrodes span a planar area in the range 
between 3 cm 2 to 20 cm 2 . 

Regarding claim 74, Burbank et al. illustrate the first and the second arrays of 
electrodes each having a concave face when deployed. 

Regarding claim 76, Burbank et al. disclose a probe for deploying electrode 
arrays, comprising: a first tube (32) having a distal end, a proximal end, and a lumen 
extending between the ends; a first array of electrodes (50) at least partially disposed 
within the lumen of the first tube, the first array of electrodes having a retracted 
configuration and a deployed configuration; a second tube (31) located next to the first 
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tube, the second tube having a distal end, a proximal end, and a lumen extending 
between the ends; and a second array of electrodes at least partially disposed within 
the lumen of the second tube, the second array of electrodes having a retracted 
configuration and a deployed configuration; wherein at least one of the electrodes of the 
first array has an end that faces at least partially in a proximal direction, at least one of 
the electrodes of the second array has an end that faces at least partially in a distal 
direction, and the end of the at least one of the electrodes of the second array is located 
proximal to the end of the at least one of the electrodes of the first array when the first 
and the second arrays are deployed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 73 and 79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Burbank et al. 

Burbank et al. teach all of the limitations of the claims the first and the second 
arrays of electrodes being spaced at least 2 cm from each other when they are 
deployed. To have provided the first and second array of electrodes such that they are 
spaced at least 2 cm from each other when they are deployed would have been an 
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obvious modification to an artisan since it has been held that rearranging parts of an 
invention involves only routine skill in the art. 

Claims 75 and 82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Burbank et al. (6312429) in view of Wampler (US 6165175) and further in view 
of Mahvi (2002/0022864). 

Burbank et al. teach all of the limitations of the claims except a first connector 
coupled to the shaft for connecting the first electrode array to one pole of a power 
supply; and a second connector coupled to the shaft for connecting the second array to 
a second pole of the power supply. 

Wampler et al. teach that it is old and well known in the art to construct 
electrosurgical instruments as bipolar devices by incorporating both the active and 
return electrodes into the electrosurgical instrument to substantially restrict the flow of 
current to the tissue that is placed between the electrodes. Wampler et al. also disclose 
that it is advantageous to use a bipolar device when cutting tissue as is the case with 
the electrode arrays of Burbank et al., to ensure that the flow of current is confined to 
the tissue in the instrument and to a significantly lesser extent to the tissue adjacent the 
instrument. 

Mahvi teaches in figures 1-5, paragraphs (0009) and (0038)-(0040) that it is 
known in the art to couple one pole of a RF power supply to a first electrode array (e.g. 
22a, (0039)) and another pole of the RF power supply to a second electrode array (e.g., 
22b, (0039)) and energizing the power supply to apply electrical current between the 
first and second array spaced at opposite edges of a tumor (0038)-(0039). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to make the electrode arrays of Burbank bipolar based 
on the Wampler et al. teaching that it is advantageous to use a bipolar device when 
cutting tissue as is the case with the electrode arrays of Burbank, to ensure that the flow 
of current is confined to the tissue in the instrument and to a significantly lesser extent 
to the tissue adjacent the instrument. It would have also been obvious based on the 
Mahvi teaching that the structural bipolar connection of electrode arrays are old and well 
known in the art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rosiland S. Rollins whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4772. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 9:00 AM - 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Linda C. Dvorak can be reached on (571) 272-4764. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Rosiland S Rollins 



Application/Control Number: 10/643,635 



Page 7 



Art Unit: 3739 



Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3739 




